COMMISSIONERS

Comer H “Randy” Randall, Third District

Chairman

. s > g Elliott F. Elam, Jr., Second District

The Public Service Commission ! Second Distict
' o John E. “Butch” Howard, First District
State OfSO uth CarOIZna Thomas J. “Tom"” Ervin, Fourth District

Swain E. Whitfield, Fifth District
Justin T. Williams, Sixth District
G. O'Neal Hamilton, Seventh District

Jocelyn Boyd

Chief Clerk/Administrator Clerk’s Office

Phone. (803) 896-5133 Phone: (803) 896-5100

Fax. (803) 896-5246 Fax. (803) 896-5199
January 9, 2019

Mr. James Rodeers:
Lausorm, souurcaronna 29456
Dear Ms. Rodgers:

This is to acknowledge receipt of your Comments to the Public Service Commission of South Carolina.
Your Letter of Protest/Comments will be placed in the Docket listed below and on the Commission’s
Website at www.psc.sc.gov.

. Docket No. 2017-370-E - Joint Application and Petition of South Carolina Electric & Gas
Company and Dominion Energy, Incorporated for Review and Approval of a Proposed
Business Combination between SCANA Corporation and Dominion Energy, Incorporated,
as May Be Required, and for a Prudency Determination Regarding the Abandonment of the
V.C. Summer Units 2 & 3 Project and Associated Customer Benefits and Cost Recovery
Plans

You can follow this Docket and other daily filings made at the Commission by subscribing to the
Commission’s Email Subscriptions at this link: https://dms.psc.sc.gov/Web/Email.

If we may be of further assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact us.
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Sincerely,
Deborah Easterling

Executive Assistant

Public Service Commission, 10! Executive Center Dr., Suite 100, Columbia, SC 29210-8411, 803-896-5100, www.psc.sc.gov
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tthe risk of offending possibly thin-
“skinned people associated with the South
- X\Carolina Public Service Commission,
this ratepayer will offer a few comrhents on its
Dec. 14 decision — from under the bus which
all ratepayers were thrown. To begin: Boo.

The commissioners claim that they were
obliged to follow the law when making their
L ﬁdBCision,fww‘“ﬁ‘*“"’v s

Given that there are ongoing state and federal
law enforcement agencies investigating the do-
ings of SCANA/SCE&G that could impact the
application of the cited law, was it not appropri-
ate to stay any decisions pending the outcome
of those investigations and subsequent court
cases? Would a few months’ delay have saved
ratepayers from 20 years of higher rates?

If the PSC-approved settlement survives court
challenges, more'than a million ratepayers will
bewictimized by that settlement. Included are
the present 720,000 or so SCE&G customers
together with those who were customers during
the nucleat debacle period but have moved on
and those who will be customers ifh the coming
two decades.

The Base Load Review Act did not anticipate
saddling ratepayers with waste, deception and
abuse associated expenses, and it has always

for the interest of ratepayers.

T

“that hias apparently resultedtin an outstandirg

been the responsibilify of the PSC to look out> =" Campbell Street

PS.C. ratepayers thrown. undef the busp »

Were commissiohers sufficiently vigilait 4
ing the debacle period? Havethey acted mz‘.hgg
best ifiterest of ratepayers of late? What isthe
hanorable thing for eurrent commissionegs tgg
do?

‘While1 am unhappy with the way this thing)
is pldying out, I am not ipset with Dominiorg)
1 grudgingly.admire itsvirtueso-performanice,

deal foriits stockholders.
Dominion initially baited us with the sug- I'C?I
gestion of nice checks for ratepayers arid thegy)
finessed a deal by which those checks need (0
not be written while it is guaranteed to collec
above-average regional utility rates for the nég
20 years. What’s not to like if you are a Domitr-
jon stockholder? e
- Prediction: Dominion will stand by for a few
years while thedust settles before coming be-"
fore the PSC with a rate increase request. Thed
basis of the request will be that unanticipated®
chariges in the market justify approval of itsQ®
Tequest. <
Will the apparent rubber stamp ofice em- =
ployed on behalf of SCE&G be employed on_
behalf of Dominion? i

WALTERD.CARR

Charleston

S - NV OV

R L e Seerm, A o N ST *
; he-editercambeamaximan of 250Words and are subject to editing for darityg
and libel. They must carry the writer’s name and addréss for publication and a daytime
telephone niimber for verification. Publication is discretionary. A form for submitting letters
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can be found in the Opinion section at postandcourier.com. Letters also can be emailed
letters@postandcourier.com, or mailed to The Editor; The Post and Courier, 134 Columbu

Charlegon, S.C. 29403-4800.
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